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valorem duties was introduced into the 
Pennsylvania assembly. See the Penn- 
sylvania Packet, May 13, 1785. Compare 
also Bancroft’s ‘‘ History of the formation 
of the constitution,” v. 1, p. 187-188, for 


TARIFF LEGISLATION IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 


A. ‘‘Protection”’ of trade previous to 1789. 


a. The colonial policy. 

For the commercial policy of Great Britain, 
with reference to her colonies, see J. A. 
Doyle’s ‘‘ American colonies previous to 
the declaration of independence.”’ 

{Note.—Mr. Doyle has more recently published a work 
on ‘** English colonies in America,’’ in which he has 
‘*in some measure incorporated the substance of” 
the earlier work.] 

Compare also Frothingham’s ‘‘ Rise of the 
republic of the United States,” ch. 5-8. 
Lodge’s ‘‘Short history of the English col- 

onies in America.”’ 

Also Bancroft’s ‘‘ History of the United 
States,”’ v. 5, ch. 5-6. In John Fiske’s 
article, entitled ‘‘ Why the American col- 
onies separated from Great Britain,” can be 
found a very lucid statement of the theory 
of protection of home industry held by 
the British government. (Fortnightly Re- 
view, Aug. I, 1880, v. 34, p. 154-57.) 

Compare also the ‘‘ Grenville papers’’ for 
the position taken by the ministry. 

{“ To a mind like Grenville’s, the protective system 
had irresistible attractions.’’ Bancroft, v. 5, p. 106.] 

Materials for an exhaustive study of this 
period are to be found in the original docu- 
ments reprinted in the ‘‘ Colonial records” 
of the respective colonies. 

The United States before adopting the con- 
stitution. 

Pitkin’s ‘‘ Statistical view of the commerce 
of the United States,” ch. 1-2, shows the 
chaotic state of trade regulations up to 
1789. 

As early as 1779 Pelatiah Webster had pub- 
lished an ‘‘ Essay on free trade and 
finance.” 

[Note.—Adam Smith’s ‘Wealth of nations’? was pub- 
lished in 1776.] 

The matter of revenue is provided for in the 
‘*Articles of confederation,” (by article 9.) 

For the restrictions on trade between state 
and state, see Perry’s ‘‘ Elements of po- 
litical economy,”’ p. 551. 

Among the important series of measures 
leading to the constitutional convention of 
1787, some were connected with the ques- 
tion of duties on imports. See Elliot’s 
‘* Debates,” v. I, p. 100-106; 106-15 ; 
also the ‘‘ Madison papers,’’ p. 35-38, 40, 
63-64, 66-67. Compare also the ‘‘ Jour- 
nals of congress,’’ 1784. 

In March, 1785, a bill to ‘‘ protect the manu- 
factures” of Pennsylvania by specific ad 


the feeling of the country in general. 

The constitution, adopted Sept. 17, 1787, 
provides for the collection of duties; (by 
article I, sect. 8, paragraph 1.) 

Compare also the ‘‘Journal of the con- 
vention,” p. 328. 

Also The Federalist, no. 33, (by Hamilton.) 

Also Bancroft’s ‘‘ Formation of the consti- 


tution.’’ 

({‘* Himself a friend to the protection of manufactures, 
he (Hamilton) condemned exorbitant duties on im- 
ported articles.”” Bancroft, v. 2, p. 337.] 


B. Tariff legislation, from 1789 to 1815. 
a. Before the embargor 


On motion of Mr. Madison, a bill was in 
troduced into the first session of the first 
congress, April 8, 1789 (and passed July 
4, 1789), providing that duties ‘‘ ought to 
be levied on goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise imported into the United States.” 
See Benton’s ‘‘ Abridgment of debates,” 
v. I, p. 22; compare also p. 37-39, 57-65, 
etc. 

The special report of Alexander Hamilton, 
first secretary of the treasury, on ‘‘ Lay- 
ing duties on imports,’’ dated April 22, 
1790, is printed in the ‘‘ American state 
papers ; Finance,’’ v. 1, p. 45-51. In 
the same volume will be found his elab- 
orate report on ‘‘ Manufactures,”’ p. 123- 
44 (presented Dec. 5, 1791); also his re- 
port, Jan. 9, 1790, on ‘* The public credit,”’ 
p- 15-25 of which relate to duties. 

‘On the importance of these statesmanlike 
papers in shaping the national policy from 
the outset, compare Lodge’s ‘‘ Alexander 
Hamilton,”’ p. 108-14 ; Morse’s “Alexander 
Hamilton,”’ v. 1, p. 357-69; Van Buren’s 
‘* Inquiry into the origin and course of 
political parties in the United States,” p. 
123-42. 

The extreme lowness Of this tariff is pointed 
out by Perry in his chapter ‘‘On Ameri- 
can tariffs,’’ (‘‘ Elements of political econ- 
omy,”’ ch. 16.) 

The years from 1790 to 1808, during which 
there was a steady increase of revenue, 
were the years of distinctive commercial 
development. See the interesting statistics 
given in Homans’s ‘* Cyclopedia of com- 
merce,”’ p. 387-89, showing an ‘‘un- 
paralleled and almost unmeasured pros- 
perity.” 

Compare also H. A. Hill’s chapter on “ The 
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b. 


a. 


trade, commerce, and navigation of Bos- 
ton,’’ in the “ Memorial history of Bos- 


ton,” v. 4, p. 208-17. Also D. A. Wells’s | 


volume, ‘*‘ Our merchant marine,’’ p. 8. 
For the development of domestic manu- 
facturing industries during the same 
period, see Mr. Wells’s chapter on *‘ Prog- 
ress in manufacture,”’ in the volume ‘‘ The 
first century of the republic,’’ 1876, p. 
160-66. Comparealso Bishop's “ History 
of American manufactures,’ v. 2, p. I- 
533, 
After the embargo. 


The effect of the embargo of 1807-9 was, of | 


course, by cutting off communication with 


foreign sources of supply, to stimulate | 


immensely the development of domestic 
manufactures. See ‘‘ First century of the 
republic,’’ p. 167. 


The effect of the war with England which 


followed, 1812-15, was, by completely 
prostrating American commercial _ in- 
terests, to divert capital into manufacturing 


industries still more extensively. See | 


Bishop’s “ History of American manu- 
factures,’’ v. 2, p. 178-80, 181, 187, 188. 
Compare also the “‘ Digest of the census 
of 1810; Manufactures,’’ prepared by 
Tench Coxe, and published in 1813. 


Tariff legislation, from 1815 to 1860. 


The tariff of 1816. [Increase. ] 
[For the text of this tariff see ‘*‘ Annals of congress,’ 
14th cong., 1st sess., p. 1870-76.] 


’ 


The effect of the conclusion of peace in 1815 


was to admit once more the competition 
of the outside world to the abnormally de- 
veloped system of internal manufactures 
and trade built up from 1808 to 1815. See 
Bishop, v. 2, p. 211-12. An examination 
of the debates in Congress at this time 
shows that the view now very generally 
taken of foreign duties was that of “ pro- 
tection to manufactures ;’’ ‘* revenue being 
only an incidental consideration,’’ a view 
diametrically opposite to that advocated 
in 1789. See Benton’s ‘‘ Abridgment of 
debates,”’ v. 5, p. 628-43. The doctrine 
of ‘ protection ’’ was not, however, a new 
one, having been assiduously advocated 
by the publications of the ‘‘ Pennsylvania 
society for encouraging manufactures ”’ 
since 1789. The essential provisions of 
this tariff (passed April 8, 1816) are sum- 
marized by Bishop, v. 2, p. 225-29. Mr. 
Calhoun’s position on this question, in 


singular contrast to his later free trade , 


views, is pointed out in H. von Holst’s 
‘*John C. Calhoun,’’ p. 32-37. 


The most thorough representative and stren- 


uous advocate of the new system was 
Henry Clay. See particularly his speech 
of four years later, (April 26, 1820), “On 
protection to home industry,’’ (Clay’s 
‘Life and speeches,” v. I.) 

Daniel Webster's position at this time was 
that of the original view of the tariff, 
“revenue essential, and protection inci- 
dental,’ and is best stated in his speech 


in Faneuil Hall, Boston, Oct. 2, 1520, 
(printed in the Boston Daily Advertiser, 
Oct. 11, 1820.) 

[ Vote.—T his speech “is not included in any published 
collection of Webster’s speeches.’’ Compare ‘‘ Me- 
morial history of Boston,”’ v. 4, p. 106.] 

b. The tariff of 1824. [Increase.] 

[For the text of this act, passed May 25, 1824, see 
** Annals of congress,’’ 18th congress, 1st session, v. 
2, Pp. 3221-27.] 

Discussion on it will be found in Benton's 
‘* Abridgment,”’ v. 7, p. 568-86, 666-76r. 

Mr. Webster’s arguments, (April 2, 1824), 
against the steadily increasing ‘* protec- 
tion’”’ sentiment have been styled ‘‘ some 
of the most masterly arguments ever tnade 
for free trade.’’ (See Sumner’s “ Andrew 
Jackson,’’ p. 288-89.) For this speech 
see Webster’s “ Works,”’ v. 3, p. 94-149. 
Also in Benton, v. 7, p. 712-18. 

Already, however, the ‘‘ protection ’’ theory 
was becoming a political issue. Compare 
H. von Holst’s ‘‘ Constitutional history,” 
v. I, p. 4OI-5. 

The tariff of 1828. [Increase. ] 

— text, see Benton's ‘‘Abridgment,”’ v. 10, p. 93- 
95: 

Discussion on its provisions is very volu- 
minously presented in Benton, v. 9 and Io. 

Compare also Sumner’s ‘‘Andrew Jackson,’”’ 
p. 194-206, which contains a very careful 
consideration of its provisions. 

Compare also John Quincy Adams's ‘‘ Me- 
moirs, with diary,” v. 7, p. 534. 

Mr, Webster’s change of position between 
1824 and 1828 may be farther studied in 
H. C. Lodge's article on ‘‘ Daniel Web- 
ster,’ Atlantic Monthly, Feb., 1882, v. 
49, p. 232-33. Also Sumner’s “* Andrew 
Jackson,” p. 197-206. 

[His argument, May 9, 1828, is in his ‘t Works,” v. 3 
Pp. 228-47.] 

Many memorials from all parts of the coun- 
try against this tariff, (designated by some 
‘the tariff of abominations’’), are printed 
inthe ‘‘American state papers ; Finance,” 
Vv. 5, p. 671-go2. 

See particularly those from South Carolina, 
same volume, p. 973-85. 

The nullification measures which followed 
may be studied in H. von Holst’s ‘* Con- 
Sstitutional history,’’ v. 1, ch. 12. Com- 
pare also Sumner’s ‘*‘ Andrew Jackson,” 
ch. Io. 

The tariff of 1833. |Reduction.] 

[For the text, see Niles's Weekly Register, v. 44, 
Pp. 4-5. Its peculiar feature, the ‘‘ sliding scale,” is 
shown in a convenient table in the ‘*‘ American al- 
manac,’’ 1834, p. 140.] 

John Quincy Adams, a member of the house 
of representatives since 1831, and chair- 
man of the committee on manufactures, 
presented an extended consideration of the 
tariff, in two reports, May 23, 1832, and 
Feb, 28,1833. [Printed in Wiles’s Weekly 
Register, V. 42, p. 231-34, and v. 44, p. 
204-16. ] 

The bill itself, known as the ‘‘ compromise 
bill,’” was supported in congress by Mr. 
Clay in three elaborate speeches, Feb. 2, 
3, 6, 1832, (in his “Life and speeches,” v. 2.) 
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The political significance of this movement 
may be studied in Benton’s “ Thirty years’ 
view,’’ v. I, ch. 85-86. Compare also 
Ormsby’s ‘‘ History of the whig party,” 
ch. 22. 

[Wote.--A careful study of the career of ‘Henry Clay,” 
in which much light will be thrown on this period, is 
in preparation by Mr. Carl Schurz. ] 

e. The tariff of 1842. [Increase. ] 

{The provisions of this tariff will be found in the 
‘“‘American almanac,”’ 1843, p. 180-85.] 

Discussion on the matter will be found in 
Benton, v. I4, p. 417-527. 

The veto messages of President Tyler, June 
29 and Aug. 9, 1842, objected to it as ab- 
rogating the provisions of the compromise 
of 1833. [Benton, v. 14, p. 446-48, 480- 
83.] The significance of the bill as a 
purely whig measure may be studied in 
Benton’s ‘“ Thirty years’ view,”’ v. 2, ch. 
99. Compare also Johnston’s ‘‘ History 
of American politics,” p. 135. 

f. The tariff of 1846. [Reduction.] 

[The provisions of this tariff are in the ‘*‘ American 
almanac,” 1847, p. 164-70.] 

The reaction against the high duties of the 


tariff of 1842 may be studied in Sumner’s | 


i Lectures on protection in the United 
States.’ 
tary of the treasury, R. J. Walker, Dec, 
1844, will be found in ‘‘ Executive docu. 
ments,’’ 28th congress, 2d session, 1844. 
A bill, (introduced by Senator McDuffie, 
embodying that ‘‘degree of protection 


which is incident to revenue and con- | 


sistent with it,” was comprehensively 


advocated by Senator Wright, of New | 


York, in two speeches, Apr. Ig, 23, 1844; 
printed in Jenkins’s ‘‘Silas Wright,” p 
298-359. 

{T ine bill passed July 28, 1846.] 


In an argument by Representative Jones, of 


Georgia, June 18, 1846, the repeal of the 
English corn laws, (in this same year), was 
adduced as ‘*an example” for *‘an Am- 
erican congress.”” Compare Mongredien’s 
“History of free trade in Great Britain.” 

For the unexpected yield of revenue under 
this tariff, see some interesting remarks in 
Perry’s ‘‘ Elements of political economy,” 
p. 564-65. Compare also Secretary Walk- 
er’s annual report, Dec., 1848. 

Professor Sumner’s comment on this tariff 
is that “So far as the balance of trade is 
concerned, it was never more regular and 
equal than at this period.’ (‘ Lectures 
on protection.’’) Compare also the an- 
nual message of President Fillmore, Dec. 
2, 1851. 

g. The tariff of 1857. (Reduction. ] 


[An alphabetical digest is printed in the ‘* American 


almanac,” 1858, p. 170-78. The actin full is printed | 


in Homans’s “Cyclopedia of commerce,”’ p. 1807-8.] 
For its operation in decreasing the revenue, 


see Bishop’s ‘‘ History of American manu- 


factures,”’ v. 2, p. 427-28. 
[Wore.--In this same volume, p. 429-74, is a convenient 


table showing in 4 columns the duties on each article 


by the tariffs of 1842, 1846, 1857, and 18€r.] 


The annual report of the secre- 





| p. Tariff legislation since 1860. 
a. The tariff of 1861. [Increase. | 


[For the text, see Congressional Globe, Aug. 2, 1861, 
37th cong., 1st sess., appendix, p. 34-40. 

For remarks on this bill, introduced by Mr. 
Morrill, of Vermont, see Congressional 
Globe, 36th cong., 2d sess., p. 1186-1201. 
Also the speech of Mr. Sherman, of 
Ohio, (in his ‘‘ Selected speeches and re- 
ports,”’ p. I-12.) Compare also Perry’s 
‘* Elements of political economy,”’ p. 566- 
68. Also Greeley’s ‘‘ Essays designed to 
elucidate the science of political economy,” 
Pp. 290-305. 

Its operation for eight years is also reviewed 
by D. A. Wells in his report as special 
commissioner of the treasury in 1868. 
Compare also Mr. Sherman’s speech, Jan. 
23, 1867, (‘‘Selected speeches,’’ p. 121-38.) 

The important modications of 1862 and 1864 
are significant as being distinctively ‘‘ war 
measures.’’ The text of the act of 1864 
is printed, Congressional Globe, 38th cong., 
Ist sess., appendix, p. 201-7. It was ad- 
vocated by Mr. Morrill, in an argument 
based on this principle, Apr. 19, 1864, 
Congressional Globe, 58th cong., Ist sess., 
pt. 2, p. 1715-18. 

b. The slight reductions of 1870. 

For the modifications introduced by ,the 
Schenck bill, see Congressional Globe, 41st 
cong., 2d sess., pt. 2, p, 951-54. 

c. The discussion of 1878. 

The bill introduced by Mr. Wood, of New 
York (House bill 4106), proposed a very 
marked reduction, and was advocated by 
Mr. Wood, April 9, 1878, (Congressional 
Record, v. 7, pt: 3, p. 2393-2402.) 

Among other noteworthy discussions at this 
session were those of Mr. Garfield, June 
4, 1878, (Congressional Kecord, appendix, p. 
290-94); and Mr. Burchard, of Illinois, 
appendix, p. 428-35. 

d. Zhe tariff commission of 1882. 

In the first annual message of President 
Arthur, Dec. 6, 1881, the appointment of 
a commission was recommended. [ Print- 
ed in McPherson’s ‘‘ Hand-book of poli- 
tics,” 1882, p. 58.] 

[The votes with reference to the commission 
are also given by McPherson, p. 109-12. 
The names of the commission are given 
at p. 112.] 

The discussion was opened with an elaborate 
defence of the protective system by Mr. 
Morrill, of Vermont, Dec. 9, 1881, (Cong. 
Record, p. 4-12.) Other arguments on the 
same side were presented by Senator 
Hoar, March g [1882] ; Senator Frye, Feb. 
10; Representative Russell, March 30; 
Representative Kasson, March 28 ; Repre- 
sentative Brewer, April 7 ; Representative 
Hill, April 15 ; and Representative Chace, 
May 5. A low tariff was advocated in 
speeches by Senator Beck, Jan. 5, Jan, Io, 
and March 20; by Senator Bayard, Jan. 
10; by Senator Coke, Feb. 7; and by 
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Representative Carlisle, March 28 and 209 ; | 


Representative Springer, May 3; and | 


Representative Tucker, May 5. Valuable 
arguments in favor of greater or less re- 


vision were made by Representative | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Hewitt, March 30; Representative Dun- | 


nell, April 5; Representative Upson, 
April 12; and Representative Bliss, May 


5. Mr. W. D. Kelley, in a speech, May | 
5, represented an extreme position of high | 


tariff views. 


[For all the above, see the Congressional Record, 


47th congress, 1st session. ] 


The report of the commission, presented | 
Dec. 5, 1882, (summarized in five columns | 
and a half in the New York 77idune, Dec. | 
6, 1882), recommends a reduction of 20 ' 


per cent. 
| Mote.—In Homans'’s “‘ Cyclopedia of com- 


merce,” p. 1795, is a table of “ Revenue | 


accruing under high and low tariffs,’’ 1824- 


55; and at p. 1804 of the same work are | 


tables showing the changes in the tariffs, 

1789-1827. 

almanac,” 1882, is a table showing amount 

of revenue and rate of duty for each sep- 
arate year, 1821-81; and at p. 79-84 isa 
table showing duties on each separate 
article in the year 1881. Lalor’s ‘‘ Cyclo- 
pedia of political science,’’ etc., contains 
much important material in connection 
with the subject]. 

61. 
TRANSITS OF VENUS. 

A. Transits preceding the present year. 

See Proctor’s volume, “ Transits of Venus,’ 
describing those of 1639, 1761, 1769, and 
1874. 

For the observations of 1639, see Small’s 
‘*Astronomical discoveries of Kepler.” 
Compare also Whewell’s “ History of the 
inductive sciences,” v. I, p. 415-16. 


At p. 308 of the “ American | . 
|B. The transit of 1882, [Dec. 6.] 


49 


For the observations of 1761, see Encke’s 
“ Die Entfernung der Sonne von der Erde, 
aus dem Venusdurchgange von 1761 her- 
geleitet.”” Also John Winthrop’s “ Re- 
lation of a voyage to Newfoundland for the 
observation of the transit of Venus, 1761.’ 

For the observations of 1769, see the “ Trans- 
actions of the ‘American philosophical so- 
ciety,’” v. 1. 

Also the memoir “On the determination of 
the parallax of the sun from the obser- 
vations of the transit of Venus over his 
disk, June 3, 1769,” in the ‘‘ Memoirs of 
the Astronomical society of London,”’ v. 5. 

John Winthrop’s ‘“‘ Two lectures on the par- 
allax and distance of the sun as deducible 
from the transit of Venus, 1769.” 

Benjamin West's “ An account of the obser- 
vation of Venus upon the sun,” 1769. 

For the observations of 1874, see Forbes’s 
“The transit of Venus.” Compare also 
Young’s ‘‘ The sun,” p. 32-39; also New- 
comb’s ‘‘ Popular astronomy.” 


See the article on ‘‘ The approaching transit 
of Venus,” in 7%e Nation, Nov. 30, 1882, v. 
35, Pp. 458-59. -Vature, Oct. 26, 1882, p. 
636 


Proctor’s “Transits of Venus” has some 
charts showing the transit of 1882, Com- 
pare also his appendix on “ The approach- 
ing transits of Venus,’’ etc., at p. 481-501 
of his volume, ‘‘ The sun ;” also “* Transits 
of Venus,”’ forming ch. 13 of his ‘ Flowers 
of the sky.” . 


C. Methods of taking the observation. 


See S. Alexander’s article on “ Transits of 
Venus and Mercury,” in Johnson’s ‘‘ Cy- 
clopedia,” v. 4, p. 923-26. Also the 
pamphlet entitled “ Instructions for observ- 
ing the transit of Venus,’’ issued by the 
United States government at Washington. 
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